This article on drone strikes in Pakistan offers a distinctive empirical case study for critical scholarship of counterterrorism. By asking how cosmopolitanism has developed through UK news discourse it also provides a constructivist contribution to the literature on drones. I argue UK news discourse is not cosmopolitan because it focuses on risk and places the Other beyond comprehension. US and UK Governments networked counterterrorism operations have complicated accountability and while a drive for certainty promoted more scrutiny of policy, news media outlets, academics and activists turned to statistical and visual genres of communication that inhibited understanding of the Other.
Introduction
The use of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), or "drones", is on the rise. Over 70 states possess UAVs and global investment in armed UAVs is projected to continue rising in the coming decade (Davis et al. 2014, 7-8) . Accordingly, there is already a wealth of scholarly literature on the use of drones by Western governments, but it is focused largely on strategic and ethical questions. Scholars supportive of armed UAVs, such as Daniel Byman (2013) , propose that drones 'work' because they kill terrorist leaders and deny them sanctuaries.
However, Audrey Cronin (2013) has countered that drones are ineffective because civilian casualties encourage al-Qaeda recruitment and damage relations between governments. Furthermore, Trevor McCrisken (2013, 28) has noted how extensive use of lethal drone strikes raises questions about the Obama administration's commitment to combatting terrorism in 'morally principled ways'.
Constructivist perspectives on debate concerning drones are less common. Wali Aslam (2015) did provide some insight in his examination of arguments put forward by the US Government and Pakistani politician Imran Khan, where the topic of casualties was politically appropriated to construct threats and securitise the actions of actors. My approach offers another constructivist take, but with significant differences. I employ methods derived from critical discourse analysis to assess UK news media and its contextual fields, thereby facilitating an assessment of how discourse on drones is constructed and develops through the communications of a wider range of actors.
I ask how cosmopolitanism -as openness and a positive disposition towards the Other -has developed in UK news discourse on the use of drones in Pakistan. Intuitively, it may seem unlikely for cosmopolitanism to emerge as discourses surrounding conflict and terrorism are associated with fear (Furedi 2007 ) and a negative approach to the Otherparticularly regarding those communities that are considered to be an Other because of their perceived threat to "us" (Hillyard 1993) . However, the discussion of political violence and abusive acts, including acts related to counterterrorism in distant places, does not uniformly preclude the perspective of the Other and is not devoid of sympathy for the Other as a victim of violence. Ethical, legal and strategic debate surrounding drone warfare is often concerned with whether UAVs minimise collateral damage (Strawser 2013; Plaw 2013) or lead to unnecessary deaths or further conflict (Benjamin 2012; Aslam, 2014 and Cronin; . Alternatively, Ulrich Beck (2006) has even noted the potential for shared risk to cultivate a "cosmopolitan outlook" -an awareness of interdependence and a "civilizational community of fate" based on the risks faced by everyone in the 21 st century; and it is a similar form of risk-based cosmopolitanism that the analysis below finds to be prominent.
A number of critical studies of counterterrorism operations have been undertaken (for instance Jackson [2005] ; or, Jarvis and Lister [2014] ), including those focused on risk management (Amoore and de Goede, 2008b) . However, the research below provides a distinctive empirical study because of its focus on UK news discourse surrounding the use of drones in Pakistan. This facilitates analysis of a British perspective that is of particular significance because of the partnership between the UK and the US Governments in security operations. In July 2010, The Sunday Times reported that the United Kingdom General Communication Headquarters (GCHQ) provide information to the CIA to assist with targeting missile strikes from UAVs (Leppard 2010) . The UK Government would neither confirm nor deny this allegation, but the US and UK governments have long been lauded as having a "Special Relationship", variously described as being based on ideology, culture and, most commonly, security (Wallace and Phillips 2009) . In fact, ambiguity surrounding the details of US-UK cooperation in the case of drones simply provides another level of interest for this study on cosmopolitanism, where factors concerning identity, strategic partnerships and shared security priorities are significant.
In fact, this case study was chosen specifically because of the particular uncertainty surrounding the armed UAV program. In addition to the lack of clarity regarding the role of governments, details on casualties are also unclear. It is estimated that between 2004 and 2014, 400 strikes killed over 2,400 people in Pakistan (Woods 2015, 93 ); yet precise information on the casualties is unclear and clarity regarding longer-term effects of the use of armed drones is also missing (Carvin 2012; Strawser 2013, 22) . While poorly corroborated information is not atypical in communications of warfare or counterterrorism, this is an extreme case and therefore provides a prime opportunity to examine how news discourse and Self-Other relations are constructed amidst uncertainty surrounding the instigators and subjects of lethal drone strikes.
This article is concerned with both how cosmopolitanism emerges in UK news discourse on drones and how it is limited in this context. Regarding the limitations, it also facilitates politically pertinent suggestions for change to governmental, activist, academic and news media practitioners. These proposals suggest how the semiotic hierarchy and mechanisms of knowledge creation resulting from the production and reception of news discourse -otherwise known as the order of discourse (further elaborated below on pages 6 and 7) -could be more politically and ethically open. Here I found government and militaries maintained a high position in the order, challenged only intermittently by activist groups or journalists.
I argue that news discourse on drone strikes places the Other beyond compassion, and in many ways "beyond the pale" in terms of recognised norms of security, journalism and politics. According with Ulrick Beck's thesis, at times risk does demand co-ordination and co-operation between Self and Other, but this has side effects. Transnational security issues and communications have complicated both policy and scrutiny of policy. I will outline how the need for certainty is prompted by concern regarding threats faced by "us", but also for assurance that we are not disregarding the Other. A desire for scrutiny of the cosmopolitan nature of actions leads to a turn to different genres of communication in the news media and contextual fields. Yet despite providing some crucial insight, these genres inhibit the building of relations between the Self and the distant Other. Only a change in perceived risk faced by key actors fundamentally impacted on the order of discourse. Ultimately, with the aim of some de-escalation of conflict and animosity, this paper advocates less sanitised and decontextualised reporting and more careful use of language describing those perceived to be possible enemies.
Cosmopolitanism and Critical Discourse Analysis
Cosmopolitanism is interpreted variously in academia and has been divided into moral, political and cultural schools of thought (Delanty 2009, 53; Robertson 2010, 4-6) ; and, related forms of global justice and legal and civic cosmopolitanism have been noted (Brown & Held 2010, 9-13 For the Other to be genuinely included within a discourse they must not only be allowed to speak, but to be both heard and understood (Husband 2000) and a grasp of the necessary context is imperative (Silverstone 2007, 121) . Without communication of relevant factors the Other may be conceived as "beyond the pale", in other words beyond comprehension or compassion (Silverstone 2002, 770; Silverstone 2007, 73) . Understanding of relations towards the Other can require knowledge of their broader position and cultural perspective, but also an awareness of the role of "us", the collective Self, in this relationship.
A cultural cosmopolitanism is searched for that encourages engagement and openness between Self and Other (Hannerz 1990) . Therefore, cosmopolitan news discourse would foster engagement between Selves and Others in these respects; for instance, by reporting the views of Waziri's on the UAV programme. While scholars have long advocated the importance of journalism that scrutinises policymakers in a democracy (Schudson 2008 ), a cosmopolitan approach to reporting would also keep checks on how a government's actions impacted on the foreign Other.
I adopt critical discourse analysis (CDA) as a theoretical framework and this fits my approach to cosmopolitanism and the methods chosen. CDA views objects of research to be only partly semiotic and it can accommodate non-semiotic analysis too. Indeed, critical discourse analysts (Wodak and Meyer 2009, 2) encourage interdisciplinary studies and for concepts -like cosmopolitanism -to be borrowed from other disciplines to improve analysis.
To provide transparency and to invite other scholars to extend this line of enquiry, it is necessary to outline how this research was conducted.
In order to gain an insight into the relations between the communicative events, their semiotic and non-semiotic context and how texts are produced and received, I will employ the concepts of the "order of discourse" and intertextuality. For Norman Fairclough (2003) the "order of discourse" is the semiotic social order and hierarchy -where networks of social practices in communication are established. Fairclough borrowed the term from Foucault (1970) , who outlined the rules, norms and systems that form the "order of discourse" and determine what could be said or thought and therefore what could constitute discourse and knowledge. For Fairclough, this is a site of potential domination and the domain of struggle for cultural hegemony -where power depends on consent or acquiescence, not force (Fairclough 2003) . Fairclough (2003, 220) proposes that the order of discourse is the "discoursal aspect of a network of social practices". If networks of practice in the order of news discourse are to be better understood, the production and reception of texts is relevant and investigation of intertextuality can reveal more about this.
Intertextuality concerns how texts influence other texts. It has been described by Fairclough (1992, 84) as:
the properties texts have of being full of snatches of other texts, which may be explicitly demarcated or merged in and which the text may assimilate, contradict, ironically echo and so forth.
Intertextuality therefore concerns the phenomenon where texts draw on other texts and voices. However, I am interested in more than just explicit links between texts. I will also look for what Meinhof and Smith (2000) have termed "diffuse intertextuality". Diffuse intertextuality looks beyond straightforward deterministic relationships between texts and specific sources. Fairclough (2003) calls this "interdiscursivity" and has broken this down analytically into three parts: (i) it is concerned with the repetition of discourses (representations of aspects of the world); (ii) with genres (the ways discourses are communicated); and (iii) styles (identities, ways of being and roles of those creating the discourse or of those represented). These three features may not be attributable to specific sources in a linear deterministic manner and when certain texts or voices that might have been included are actually excluded, this is often even more difficult to identify (Fairclough 2003, 39-61) . The solution to these problems adopted by this research is to engage in contextual analysis and systematically look for patterns and note dissimilarities and omissions across texts and practices in different institutions relevant to the news media.
As argumentation is integral to political discourse (Finlayson 2007) , I also assess the arguments employed. I suggest that the knowledge and claims on which argumentation is based can be developed across discourse and therefore could also be assessed intertextually.
Following Reisigl and Wodak's (2009) more detailed empirical approach to CDA and assessment of argumentation, I have chosen to examine the use of topoi across the texts -in other words, the themes referred to in support of argumentation. In Fairclough's terms, these could be representations or discourses; but topoi would be especially likely to be plausible parts of argumentation or premises used to reach conclusions. For example an individual topos could be concerning legality in international law, or a perceived threat, or indeed, any phenomena that might be implicitly or explicitly referred to, to support a claim as part of an argument (Reisigl and Wodak 2009, 101-110) .
I also consider nomination. Nomination is the naming of actors, objects, events, processes, actions or other phenomena. It occurs in a number of ways including the simple use of proper names, or through more figurative linguistic devices such as tropes or metaphor. Analysis of nomination of significant phenomena and of key actors, both on an individual or collective basis, will be undertaken. (Reisigl and Wodak 2009, 90-4) . Finally, I assess predication. This is the discursive qualification of actors or phenomena either positively or negatively (Reisigl and Wodak 2009, 90-4) . This could occur through favourable or unfavourable evaluations, possibly through reference to stereotypes, or through presupposition or allusion (Reisigl and Wodak 2009: 94) . Nomination and predication can help analyse the construction of what Fairclough (above) termed style and identity.
Selection of texts
The news media was chosen because it can play a role as a meta-field, and conduit for communication between other influential political fields in the consideration of issues of rights and terrorism (Nash 2009, 50-1) ; including government, activist, legal and academic fields. I have also chosen to focus on the mainstream news media, as opposed to social or alternative media, because it is more likely to provide a coherent authoritative discourse for this study of cosmopolitanism and counterterrorism practice. However, the contextualised nature of this study demands that I make some references to other texts outside of news media.
In Fairclough (1992, 230) suggests the researcher identifies "cruces" and "moments of crisis" from a large corpus of text: for example, a moment of disagreement where opposing views engage in argument. Such moments of conflict in the discourse are often the best occasions to observe various modes of power acting to dominate discourse, or, also, conversely, a successful challenge to the hegemonic power structure.
They provide an opportunity to focus on the "actual ways in which people deal with the problematization of practice". Fairclough (1992, 230) explains " [t] hese are moments in the discourse where there is evidence that things are going wrong: a misunderstanding which requires participants to 'repair' a communicative problem". My focus on a broader range of texts in addition to the extrapolation of Fairclough's notion of a "cruce" is chosen to mitigate problems of bias in the selection of data.
The selection of texts chosen for assessment in this article was made to allow assessment of the most prominent characteristics relevant to cosmopolitanism, followed by examination of cruce moments that challenge them. When placed in the context of activist, academic and legal court cases, the most conspicuous feature of UK news media coverage on drones was the lack of information and consequent uncertainty surrounding drone strikes.
Accordingly, the style of uncertainty is considered in the first section, followed by analysis of the most reported events -the reporting of the killing of high-value-targets, noting the particular nominations and topoi related to the Other that emerged through these events. In order to highlight the difference surrounding the killing of high-value-targets, I also analysed the news media texts of all drone strikes in March 2013 , when a number of strikes took place that did not kill high-value-targets. In the second section attention is given to different communicative genres that have been used in an attempt to communicate more about the overall casualties of drone strikes and challenge the focus on high-value-targets.
This includes a small section discussing images, again commenting on the particular styles and nominations of the Self and Other that are repeated interdiscursively and intertextually.
Finally, in the third section, a key challenge -and cruce moment -is considered surrounding the strike at Datta Khell in North Waziristan on 17 th March 2011.
Reporting networked drone strike operations

Uncertainty punctuated by reporting on high-value-targets
This section considers how, in a context of scarce information, governments hold a high position in the order of news discourse on drones. However, government comments (or lack thereof) also promote ambiguity and uncertainty in knowledge constructed through news discourse on drones. As such, the call for more clarity and information has become a topos in argumentation surrounding the reporting of drones. This section highlights these points, noting how particular identities and styles of 'our' governments are developed in this context.
It also demonstrates how nominations of those targeted by UAV strikes in the news discourse could compound Othering and further support arguments for drone strikes. And, finally, it argues that perceived risk is an underlying factor in the construction of identities of the Other.
It is the US Government that is the central protagonist in the UAV programme. With governments apparently acting together and releasing sporadic or unreliable information, attributing responsibility becomes more difficult. Yet attributing responsibility and facilitating denunciation of perpetrators can be an important part of relating to the situation of others (Boltanski 1999, 59) . In networked warfare a number of actors may be implicated in the acts. While some responsibility could be attributed to the US Government after it confirmed the drone strikes program in January 2012, the level of responsibility attributable to the UK Government is still opaque. Consequently, UK news media commentary on the UK Government role is largely nonexistent and it provides little insight into the level of agency wielded by UK Government actors or the legitimacy of policy.
The inability to disentangle the roles and positions of the UK and US Governments could promote identification of these governments as one and the same. They could constitute a homogenous 'us' that "Western security agencies" work for -for example, see
The Daily Telegraph (McElroy, Blomfield and Arrabye 2011). Alternatively, depending on perspective, the UK and US Government could constitute a 'them' for those alienated by the strikes -either way it is likely to contribute to dichotomous identifications. To avoid this governments could be more open with regard to their role and details concerning the strikes and the news media should highlight where they fail to do so.
This lack of scrutiny of Pakistani, UK and US executive government is characteristic of a form of methodological nationalism -where transnational phenomena and the blurring of traditional boundaries are not recognised (Beck 2006, 24-32) . However, this has led British MPs to call for more transparency: Rehman Chishti, a Conservative MP, stated that Government answers were not forthcoming and the on the day of the court judgement was quoted by The Times as saying: "It appears there is a cloud of secrecy over the policy, rules and procedures for drone strikes… This lack of clarity is a vacuum that needs filling" (Coghlan 2012) . Nonetheless, it is the promotion of news surrounding high-value-targets and the notion of precise drone strikes that provided some respite, if temporarily, to the anonymous government announcements and the uncertain style of reporting.
High-value-targets
High-value-target strikes were a key topos, or theme, in the discourse and this strengthened and predicated claims used in argumentation in favour of UAVs that strikes are precise and reduced levels of violence (see Strawser's (2012) have played a key role in Afghanistan last December was killed by a missile strike last week", thereby indirectly referring to a threat to UK troops in Afghanistan -'our' troops for UK readers of UK news texts.
Although Anwar al-Awlaki was killed in Yemen, discourse on US drone strikes cannot ignore the large amount of coverage afforded to his death. The US born Islamic cleric was killed on 30 th September 2011 and this was reported in 45 articles in the two days following the strike in the six UK news media outlets surveyed -these articles also stressed his threat to UK. The Guardian (2011) reported government comments: "He was also linked to failed plots to target British and European interests, say security officials" and a focus on violence and threats to the UK was also highlighted by The Daily Mail (Slack 2011 ) that listed al-Awlaki's alleged orchestrations of airplane bomb plots. It is clear that acts that were deemed to impact on the immediate future security to an "us" community were given more coverage.
Events that involved a British target also received more publicity. For example, in the 12 articles in October 2010 reporting that one victim Abdul Jabbar had been planning to attack the UK (appendix). In these cases compassion towards the drone strike victims is less likely as victims are also aggressors and potential threats to "us". The focus of the UK news media was on these threats, or the role of people as high-ranking leaders of threatening organisations. There was less coverage on the legal implications of the US Government executing Awlaki as one of its own citizens using a drone. In the UK news assessed here, this aspect was often ignored or relegated to a later position in the articles -for example, in The Sunday Times an article entitled "Saudi tip-off snared al-Qaeda preacher" considered the operation itself and Awlaki's radicalising potential before finally making a comment on legality (Lamb et al. 2011) .
Therefore, there was a focus on threats, and mostly those posed to 'us'. Moreover, the nomination of the Other appeared to be dependent on who they were deemed to pose a threat to and how. For instance, al-Qaeda leader Abu Ya Ya Al-Libi was referred to as an By representing al-Qaeda leaders as evil ideologues, the notion that threats from within Western society emerge from dangerous individuals is promoted. It suggests that the leaders use ideology to manipulate others and this can transform members of 'our' peaceful community into radicalised Others. In contrast, representation of the entire community of Waziristan suggests violence and disorder are commonplace. This is distinct to the threats to Western society that are presented as rare anomalies posed by evil individuals. The distinction serves to underline a notion of the superiority of 'our' society in terms of the prominence of violence but also of the intelligence and extraordinary evil required to radicalise others within it.
Overall, the reporting of the killing of high-value-targets punctuates the uncertainty prevalent in the discourse with statements from authoritative sources supporting strikes. Yet journalists and governments described the situations and people through a lens that was focused on risk and threat from the Other. The identity of Waziris is presented by journalists and governments negatively, largely through a focus on high-value-targets. Waziristan was represented as an Other place, and Taliban and Al-Qaeda Others were presented as a risk to "us", "us" as the US, the UK or the non-Waziri Pakistanis. Accordingly, these organisations are cited by the news media for a statistical overview of the drone programme and this informs discussions on legitimacy related to a cosmopolitan concern for casualties. These tracking organisations are referred to by academics (Plaw 2013 ) and other contributors to debates on drones, including the United Nations (TBIJ 2012).
Clinical genres of communication
The New America Foundation is the most widely cited source in the US and UK media, for example in The Times, on 25 th May 2013, when commenting on Obama's announcement of new "drone rules" (Pagnamenta 2013) . Similarly, The Bureau of Investigative Journalism is described in academia as the "go-to source for data on CIA covert drone operations" (van Veeren 2013, 9). While the tracking institutions do not claim to provide definitive statistics, the possibility that the systems set up to compile these statistics are fundamentally inadequate is less recognised (Columbia Law School 2012, 14) . Even the range of numbers provided by the organisations does not allow for the fact that the figures are based substantially on news reports, with all their associated problems of gathering reliable information.
Yet, the statistics provide a reputable "fact" to cite in their claims surrounding drones.
Van Veeren (2013, 9) argues that ostensibly statistics offer an "anesthetic experience of violence, one which is calculating, rational and irrefutable". With statistical evidence the broader and more nuanced effects of drones, related to the suffering of relatives, the impact on society or the difficulties and implications of categorizing people as militant or civilian are often overlooked. Nomination distinguishing between civilians and militants, or combatants and non-combatants, perpetuates a tendency to place actors in these regions in one of two categories -a tendency which the news media contributes to and follows. Even predication by the placing of speech marks around the word "militant" or the even greater qualification in the term "suspected militant" as is regularly reported in the UK news media, still prompts binary categorisations that can be difficult to apply accurately and are often unchallenged despite being framed by quotation marks. For example, in the article headlined "Pakistan drone raid 'kills three militants'" (BBC 2010a) there is no contextual information on why the people were labelled militants. Such binary categorisations in nomination can reinforce the construction of identities into Self and Other categories, despite the various roles adopted by governments involved in drone strikes and of those affected by the strikes.
The very question surrounding the nomination of a person as a "militant" or "nonmilitant" sets up a debate with an underlying assumption: that those who are defined as "militant" are viable targets,. Differentiating between militant and non-militant is necessary in a situation of armed conflict where international humanitarian law (the laws of war) is applied. However, if an armed conflict does not exist then only human rights law applies and this precludes extra-judicial killings outside of situations of self-defence (NYU and Stanford Law School 2012, 117) . Therefore argumentation about who is categorised as "combatant" or "militant" alludes to the notion that universal laws of war apply and that human rights, including the right to life do not. This allusion to a universal law predicates simplistic legal and moral evaluations, where actions are deemed to be either right or wrong.
Crude categorisations are repeated interdiscursively across fields and are more likely to justify stereotypical character assessments. In terms of policy, this can justify the use of "signature strikes", as opposed to "personality strikes" on named individuals. A "signature strike" is where individuals may be targeted despite not knowing their name, but where their actions fit a profile that is considered likely to be linked with al-Qaeda and or other "militant"
groups (Miller 2012) . Academics Tyler Wall and Torin Monahan (2011, 251) argue that the attribution of group characteristics to individuals is a characteristic of risk societies where individual identification is subordinated to objectives of risk management of populations and groups. Actuarial assessments of risk are likely to reduce connections between Self and Other as they homogenize groups according to the risk assessments and inhibit more comprehensive understandings. Nomination where there is a failing to provide names of locals, referring to them as "tribesmen" or "local people" depicts none of the individual characteristics that people have and in that sense dehumanises the image of them created for the reader.
These factors ensure that news concerning drones is also largely anonymous and promoting anonymity is effectively an omission of nomination. Despite long established journalistic conventions to the contrary (Tuchman 1972 In counterterrorism discourse the turn to statistics and categorisations has not facilitated the contextualisation and rounded coverage necessary to encourage connections between people as Selves and distant Others. The genres are less conducive to facilitating sympathy towards distant Others. Lilie Chouliaraki (2006, 106) has suggested that attempts to provide objectivity can be at the expense of emotionality. This can inhibit connections between Selves and distant Others and this section supports Chouliaraki's assertion in the context of security. Activists, journalists and governments should be aware of the potential of this move towards objectivity with reference to statistic, categorisations and also, as the next paragraphs show, clinical imagery.
Sterile images
Images, as a genre of communication, could prompt a more emotive style of relations between Selves and distant Others than that provided by statistics, and it is to images that attention is turned to next. Critical discourse analyst, Norman Fairclough (1992, 4) traditionally focused on linguistic genres but he considered it "appropriate to extend the notion of discourse to cover other symbolic forms such as visual images". Indeed, Hoskins and O'Loughlin (2010, 30-31) Unsanitised accounts were less likely to be repeated intertextually.
Graphic imagery of war has been labeled "war pornography", where the trope of pornography is employed to imply that the imagery serves an apolitical, voyeuristic purpose (Zornik 2005). However, Sue Tait (2008, 101) argues that graphic images of war can also prompt alternative spectatorial positions. Tait suggests an "entitled gaze" -to compensate for censorship elsewhere; a "vulnerable gaze"; or, even a "responsive gaze" as a precursor for action can be elicited from the images. If such graphic images are only seen outside of the mainstream news media these alternative representations could erode trust in the UK news media to report accurately on conflict. If the news media are to successfully represent distant suffering of Others, journalists should be aware of this and how sanitization could be depoliticizing or even lead to animosity towards the news media.
3 Drone strike in Datta Khel: challenging the order of discourse
Alternative discourses that made small challenges to the overall "order of discourse" on drone strikes were identified in the reporting of some events. For instance, the publication of A recognition of the diversity amongst the Other, where local specificities are appreciated, is key to culturally informed cosmopolitanism (Chen 1998, 4 In contrast to reporting by the BBC and other outlets on previous strikes, the BBC article report on 17th March 2011 featured a statement from local elders. The BBC reported the statement:
We are a people who wait 100 years to exact revenge. We never forgive our enemy…The world should try and find out how many of the 40-odd people killed in the drone attack were members of al-Qaeda…It was just a Jirga being held under local customs in which the prominent elders of Datta Khel sub-division, and common people were participating to resolve a dispute.
Unusually, the BBC gained access to a named individual, Malik Faridullah Wazir Khan, who describes graphic scenes after the drone strike of the injured and dead, preventing any sanitization of the imagery surrounding the strike. Furthermore the report featured a photo of the tribal leaders giving a press conference in Peshawar to the media.
<< Figure 3 to be inserted here >> There were more than 150 present, gathered to resolve a dispute over how much revenue each of several neighbouring clans was due from a chromite mine on the slopes of a nearby mountain.
In contrast to the majority of reporting on drone strikes Rose also cited a named local person. [m]y father was working for the benefit of the community, he was a Councillor elected by the political administration -that was the sort of man he was". Noor Khan gives further perspective into the impact on the lives of those in the vicinity of a drone strike:
We can't go about our daily business or walk around freely -our lives have become a prison.
These drones are constantly flying overhead. We can't offer our prayers, recite the Qu'ran and we can't even have meetings for fear of drone attacks.
Again the change of genre allowed for greater contextual reporting and engagement with the Other. Noor Khan's voice was broadcast and contributed to the broader UK media discourse surrounding deliberation on drones. In this sense the Panorama programme was contributing to a deliberated cosmopolitanism that gave voice to all those affected by policy. Aspects of life that were largely neglected by press reports on drone strikes were reported. As with the coverage. Coverage of the Noor Khan court hearings demonstrates how the news media provides deeper reporting when there is an "angle" that allows magnification of the news value of a particular story. In Noor Khan's case, connections with the Other were facilitated through alternative genres of reporting, including current affairs TV programmes, legal discourse and investigative journalism. News media outlets and activists should continue to use these avenues if they are to encourage more rounded representations of the Other, but they will need secure access to subjects of these stories and this may depend on government and other agencies.
Conclusion
The coverage afforded to drone strikes in Pakistan, in UK news media and other fields, was distinctive to that given to news from other areas of the world. The lack of images, contextual information, voices of Waziri people, or any representation of their agency-apart from violent actions -all contributed to the continued Othering of the region. Sentiment towards those subject to or instigating drone strikes could therefore be numbed and the people and the region be placed "beyond the pale". The resulting uncertainty was punctuated with news of the killings of high-value-targets that implicitly became a topos that lent support to the argumentation in favour of drone strikes as a means to mitigating risks, particularly risks posed to "us". Cosmopolitanism in news discourse surrounding drones was therefore not conspicuous.
Nonetheless, a consideration of intertextual relations has shed more light on how cosmopolitanism emerged and also faded through UK discourse on drones. There was a drive surrounding news discourse, emanating from activists and tracking organisations, to find more authoritative information on how the Other in Waziristan had been affected -a distinctly cosmopolitan concern. As activists and news media outlets developed ways of reporting on the drone strikes programme the legitimacy of policy could indeed be challenged on the basis that it put innocent lives of Others at risk. However, these genres did not facilitate rich connections between Self and Other in news discourse. Instead, through sterile statistical and visual genres of communication, dissonance was likely to be encouraged and the Other was presented through crude nominations and categorisations. These are assertions based on textual analysis, albeit it from intertextual analysis, but audience research in this area could corroborate these findings.
The constructivist approach to drone strikes adopted here has shown that distinctive approaches to the Other can emerge, and also how they can develop or be challenged.
Scholars of critical terrorism studies have noted the attribution of evil identity to perceived enemies before (Jackson 2005; Jarvis 2009, 134-146 
